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A bstract

W e investigate azin uthal correlations In desp nelastic di ractive scat—
tering, e+ p! e+ p+ X . The dependence of the ep cross section on the
anglk between the lepton plane and som e direction in the hadronic nal
state can be written in a sinpl Om ; its m easurem ent can be used to
constrain the cross section for longiudinally polarised photons. U sing the
m odelofnonperturbative tw o-glion exchange ofLandsho and N achtm ann
we calculate the distribution of the azin uthal £t angle in di ractive difgt
production and nd that usefiilbounds on the Iongiudinal cross section
for such events m ight be obtained from ism easurem ent. W e then discuss
the predictions of thism odel for the dependence of the ep cross section on
the azin uthal angl of the proton rem nant p, which contains inform ation
about the helicity content of the pom eron.
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1 Introduction

O ur know ledge of di ractive physics in desp inelastic electron-proton scattering
is greatly increasing as di ractive events are being studied in m ore and m ore
detailat HERA [L]. T he phenom enology of these events hasm any aspects, and
D espite various successes of these m odels we are yet far from a clear theoretical
picture of what pom eron physics is iIn term s of QCD . D etailed studies of the
characteristics of the nal state m ight help to further our understanding of the
underlying m echanism s and to distinguish between various m odels.

Them easuram ent oftwo di erent kinds ofazim uthalangles has recently been
proposed: the azin uthal angle of the scattered proton 9, 1(] or, equivalently, of
the di ractive system as a whole, and the azin uthal anglk of the ts in events
wih only two Fts of large transverse m om entum In the di ractive nal state
[[1]. T he present paperw illbe concemed w ith both issues and has two purposes:
to discuss som e general aspects of azim uthal distributions In di raction and to
present In detailpredictions for such distrdoutions In them odelofnonperturbative
two-gluon exchange of Landsho and Nachtm ann f{12].

T he structure of this paper is as ollow s. In sec.?, we generalise the form alism
of [] forazin uthaldistributions in di raction and show which constraints on the

P cross section for longiudinal photons theirm easurem ent can provide. A cor-
resoponding fram ew ork has long been used In various processes in non-di ractive
D IS {13, 14]. Asan application we consider in sec.3 the azin uthal angk of the
Fts in di ractive digt production. Som e features of its distrioution are quite
characteristic for tw o-gluon exchange and m ight o era way to test the two-gluon
approxin ation in this type ofevents aswas already pointed out in {11]. W e calcu—
Jate the angular dependence in the Landsho N achtm ann m odeland show which
bounds on the longitudinal cross sections could be obtained from its m easure—
ment. W e also show how thism ethod can be generalised to nal states that do
not necessarily have two—gt topology. In sec.4 we generalise the calculation to
nonzero t and obtain the corrections this gives for the p cross sections and for
the distrbution of the azin uthal &t angl. U sing this calculation we Investigate
a genuine nitet e ect in sec. 5 the correlation between the azin uthal angles
of the scattered kpton and proton. In 8] it was shown that this cbservable con—
tains inform ation about the helicity structure of the pom eron and argued that it
m ight provide a sensitive test of various theoretical ideas about the underlying
dynam ics. W e conclude w ith a summ ary in sec.'§.

2 A zimuthalangle dependence in di raction

W e begih by extending the form alisn of [] to a large class of azin uthal angles
In di ractive electron-proton or positron-proton collisions,



ek)+pp) ! ek)+ pE)+ X x) ; 1)

where the proton rem nant p can be a proton or a di ractive excitation of a
proton and where fourm om enta are Indicated in parentheses. W e will use the
conventional kinem atic quantities Q 2;W 2;x;y;s;t for desp inelastic scattering,
M ¢y for the invarant m ass of the di ractive system X , and the variabls =
Q%=Q*+M{ tHand = @+M; bH=@W°+0° m).

W orking in the p rest fram e one can w rite the azin uthal dependence of the
ep cross section I a sinple way by m aking use of the factorisation of €.1) into

em ission by the electron or positron and a di ractive photon-proton collision

@+pP)! X px)+tplp) : 22)

To achive this it is essential that the selection of di ractive events, eg. the
de nition ofa rapidiy gap between X and p, isuna ected by a com m on rotation
aboutthe p axisofthem om enta in thehadronic nalstate X p, w ith the lepton
m om enta k and k° being kept xed. This is guaranteed if the selection criteria
only involve quantities ofthe p reaction, ie. if they do not refer to the lpton
m om enta k and k. Exam ples fr such criteria have been given in pI.

W e de ne an azin uthalangle w ith respect to a direction in the hadronic nal
stateX p. To thisend we Introduce a four<ectorh which dependsonly on particle
momenta n the p reaction @J), ie.on p, gand them om enta ofthe nalstate
hadrons. Using a right-handed C artesian coordinate system with the z axis in
the direction ofthe photon m om entum g and some xed X and y axeswe de ne
" asthe azin uthal angl between the lepton m om entum k and the vectorh, ie.
as the azim uthalanglk ofk m fnus the azin uthalanglk ofh.

W e also use h to introduce polarisation vectors for the virtualphoton:

1 Q2 h; n
"o = . gt —p i "M = a==; " = P==;
Q 1+mi0*=p 9 P q o4 %3
23)

where

9 h 2@ h) © 9@ h+#e h)
® @ mio® T @ &m0’ °©
is the transverse part of h with respect topand g, and n = " pgh is
nom alto p, g and h. Po]arjsatjonspﬁzr positive or negative photon helicity are
asusualgiven by " = "M i%)= 2.
The contractions cf " , ";, ", wih the appropriate m atrix elem ent of the

hadronic electrom agnetic current eJ give the am plitudes eM , for subreaction
©.2) w ith photon helicity m ,

hT:h

24)

eM , = Kpoutjed Q) Jpi " ; m = ;0;+ ¢ 2.5)
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T he corresponding di erential cross sections d ,, are obtained by muliplying
M M _ wih the phase space elem ent of the hadronic nal state X p and with
a nom alisation factor, summ ing over the states X p allowed by our selection
criteria for the di ractive reaction and averaging over the iniial proton spin.
O ur nom alisation factor corresponds to Hand’s convention {I§] for the photon

ux. From M M  wihm 6 n we de ne in an analogous m anner di erential
Interference term s d , , between photons w ith helicitiesm and n. It is easy to
see that thematrixd ,, ishem itian, d ,, =d , .

W ith the requirem ent on the selection cuts form ulated above the d ,, are
Invariant under a comm on rotation of the m om enta in the hadronic nal state
X p about the p axis. This is because our transverse photon polarisations are
not xed but vary with the nalstate as they depend on h. One can show that
the cross sections d ,, are the sam e for di erent choices of this vector, whereas
the Interference temm s are not. In the follow ing sections we w ill put extra labels
on the angle ’ and thed ,, to distinguish di erent choices ofh, though for the
diagonalsd ,, thiswould not be necessary.

Integrating over the phase space ofthe hadronic nalstate we obtan am atrix

nn- We will also consider p cross sections and interference tem s that are
di erentialn som e kinem aticalvariables ofthe nalstate, such asthem om entum
of the proton ram nant or intemal variables of the system X . W e will only use
variables that can be de ned as Lorentz invariant fiinctions of the fourm om enta
In the p reaction. Provided that the selection criteria for our reaction do not
refer to any particular fram e, the di erential cross sections and Interference term s
are then Lorentz invariant and as a consequence depend only on W 2, Q2 and the
variables in which they are di erential. D ue to the rotation invariance property
Just m entioned they are ndependent of the azinuthal angke of h In our xed
coordinate system and hence also of / . An in portant property follow ng from
angularm om entum oconservation is that interference tem s which are di erential
in the direction ofh vanish when h becom es collinearw ith g and p, In which case
the azinuthalangk ’ isunde ned [Q].

The ep cross section can now be w ritten as [9]

d Eep! epX) 2~ 1
2 = — = (44 * )+ " 00
dxdQ?d’ 2 2
"wos@’')Re, + "sn@’)Im .
q_
"1+ ")oos” Re( 49 0)
q
+ "@+ ")sn’ In (40+ 0)
p 1
+rn 1 " (., )
2
q__ =
¥ "0 Moos” Re(sot+ o)



q_
+rn "@ "sn’ Im (49 o) i @6)

w here we have Integrated over a trivial overall angle, nam ely the azin uthalanglke
of the scattered Jepton in the ep fram e. 1y, is the helicity of the incom ing lepton,

which is approxinated to bemasskess, "= (1 y)=( y+ $=2) is the usual
ratio of longitudinal and transverse photon ux and
2~= = ! 1 +y=2 ; 2.7
- Q2 % y - ’ ( . )

where in the expressions of " and 2~ we have neglected term s of order x’m 2=Q 2.
Equation £.6) rem ainsvald ifits lhs.and the ,, on isrhs.aremade di er-
ential in additional variables as described above. Since the  p cross sections and
Interference temm s are independent of /' the dependence of the ep cross section
on this anglk is explicitly given by the trigonom etric functions n £.6) .

Let ushave a closer Jook at those com binations ofthe , that arem ultiplied
w ith the Jepton helicity 1, in £.6) . Tom ake their rolem ore apparent we introduce
di erential cross sections and Interference term sd ; with k;1= 0;1;2 analogous
to the d ,,, but with the linear photon polarisations ", "1, ", of 2.3) instead
of" , "y, "+ in the helicity basis. W e have the relations

l(d +d ) = l(d + d ,5)
2 ++ 2 11 22
1
Red . = E(d 11 da22)
hd+ = R:Ee)d 12
Re(d +0 d 0) = o ERed 10
W d,o+d o = 2Red 5
1
_(d + + d ) = Irndlz
2 o_
Re(d+o+d 0) = pzmdzo
Im dso d o) = 2Ind 19 : 2.8)

T he tem s that depend on the kpton helicity in the ep cross section are seen to
be the mm aghary parts of p Interference tem s for lnearly polarised photons.
d 1 isgiven by M M ; multiplied with a phase space elem ent and real factors,
summ ed over the appropriate nal states and averaged over the initial proton
Foin, wherewede netheamplindeeM , forthereaction p ! X pwih photon
polarisation ", in analogy to €.5). The imagihary parts of d 1, k 6 1are
obviously zero if the phase of this am plitude does not depend on the photon
polarisation. Note that any (convention dependent) phase of jX p outi and jpi
dropsout In d ;. A Iso there are no phases com ing from ", , ", because for Iinearly
polarised photons the polarisation vectors are purely real; circular polarisation
Introduces extra phases n the p Interference tem s.



W e em phasise that n order for In d y; to vanish the M . do not have to be
real. The absence of nal state Interactions gives vanishing interference tem s if
one sum s over a set of nal states that is invariant under tin e reversal (cf. 14)]),
but thisisa su cient condition, not a necessary one. H ere we are concemed w ith
di raction and the phases of our am plitudes are certainly nonzero. H owever, for
pure pom eron exchange they are given by the signature factor and thus indepen—
dent of the polarisation. It is beyond the scope of this paper to investigate
whether for exam ple the superposition of pom eron exchange w ith exchange of
secondary tra fctories or w ith m ultiple exchanges could lead to polarisation de-
pendent phases that m ight be tested w ith Jongitudinally polarised Jepton beam s.

G oing back to the ., for photons with de nite helicity, we now m ake use
of the parity Invariance of strong interactions. &t rwlates ,, fordi erent m ;n,
provided that the selection crteria are parity invariant and that h is a vector,
not a pssudovector. By an argum ent as In ['_9!] one can show that under these
conditions

nn 0 20%) = (1777 L, L@ %07 2.9)
U sing this and the hem iticity of ., one obtains the relations

++ = ’ + = + = 4 +0 = 07 2.10)
50 that the expression £.6) of the cross section is sin pli ed:

d (ep! X 2~
d(xlijzzl? ): 2_ v+ T " 00 "cos@")
q

- q_
2 "1+ "Yoos” Re 4ot 2y " Msin’ In ;g9 : (221)

For linear photon polarisations the relations corresponding to €.9) read
20 02= 21= 12= 05 @12)

ie. transverse photons with polarisation perpendicular to hy of £.4) do not
Interfere when the nalstatem om enta are ntegrated over. E xpressions analogous
to £.9) to @.I7) are also valid fordi erential  p cross sections and interference
temm s, provided that they depend only on parity even variables, ie. that one
sum s the d , , over a parity invariant sst of nal states.

2.1 Bounds on the cross section for longitudinal photons

W e now show how the m easurem ent of the ' -dependence In the ep cross section
©.11) can be used to constrain the p cross section for Iongitudinal photons as
was pointed out in Eﬂ. d nn is a positive sam ide nite m atrix, which wih the
sin pli cations from hem iticity and @.9) from parity invariance in plies ]

P S 0; 0 +r + ) 2307 : (2.13)



From them easurem ent ofthe’ dependence in @.11) one can extract the weighted
sum o« = 4, +" oo oftransverse and longitudinal p cross sectionsaswellasthe
Interference tets ; ,Re ;gand Im .. ForIn ., one neads longitudinally
polarised electron or positron beam s. W ith unpolarised beam s one can use the
weaker constraints obtained by replacing j 4 oJjwith Re .o In €.13) and i the
follow ing.

Substituting « "o r ., in @.13) the rst condition gives

"+ +

7 (214)

00

w hereas the second becom es a quadratic nequality in oo which leads to

n + " + 2 2j + O:?
2" 2" n
S

00 7

n w 2 2 7 f
+ + J+o
00 2" + 2" nw : (2 .15)

N ote that the constraints in €.15) are thebetter the larger j , (jis com pared w ith
" + . This iswhat one would intuitively expect: a lJarge interference temm
between longitudinal and transverse polarisations im plies that neither oo nor
++ Ccan bevery an all, ie. 9 can be neither very an allnor very large com pared
with «. For3j.oJ » 4 thebounds .15) are kss stringent; they then
di er only by tem s of relative order j ;o F=( = . )? from the weaker (ut

sin pler) conditions

23 + 07 " +

00 (2.106)

w
" +

By taking the derivative of @.14) to £.16) with respect to " one can see that
all bounds are decreasing w ith " if the cross sections .., oo and interference
terms ;. , 4+ are kept xed, so that the lower bound is better for an aller ",
ie. lager y, whereas the opposite holds for the upper bounds. N otice however
that at xed sachangeiny= W %+ Q°? mf)):(s mg)meansadlangejn
W ?+ Q2 and willalso change the . Iftheir degpendence on W 2+ Q2 isonly
through a comm on global factor then this factor drops out In the ratios between
the boundson g and (g itself.

Bounds of the orm @.14) to £.16) can also be derived for di erential p
cross sections and interference tem s if they satisfy parity constraints analogous
to @.9), ie. if they depend only on parity invariant variabls. Thus one can
obtain bounds on oy by evaluating inequalities analogous to 2.14) and {2.15)
for di erential cross sections and then integrating them .

T he usefilhess of the bounds derived here depends of course on how large
the interference tem s are. They w ill in generalbe better In som e parts of phase
space than in others, a point we w ill illustrate in section 3.3.



An im portant point is that thism ethod allow s to constrain the longitudinal
cross section for xed ", ie. xed y. As is well known, a m easurem ent of the
longitudinal cross section requires a variation of y, which m eans that one must
either m easure the ep cross section at di erent cm . energies = s, or, if s is kept

xed, have nform ation on how the transvers and longiudinal p cross sections
depend on W 2+ Q2.

W e nally remark that up to now we have not used the requirem ent of a
fast outgoing proton or a rapidity gap between X and the proton rem nant p In
reaction 2.1). The analysis developed here, and in particular the possbility to
constrain the longiudinal cross section, is directly applicable to ordinary desp
Inelastic scattering. In fact, there has been mudch work on azin uthal correla—
tions In exclusive or sam inclusive hadron production and in sem Hnclisive gt
production {13], with the vector h de ning the azinuthal angle ’ taken as the
m om entum of the hadron or &t, resp. The ' -dependence of the ep cross section
isawaysgiven by £.6), @ 11) with p crosssectionsand nterferenceterm s
approprately de ned for the the process and angle under consideration.

3 A zimuthaldependence of dipt production

3.1 K inem atics

Our st exampl of an azinuthal angle In di raction concems events where
the proton is scattered elastically and the di ractive nal state X consists of a
quark-antiquark pair at parton lkevel,

ek)+pp) ! ek)+ p)+ gy + aPy) ; 3d1)

which hadronises into two Fts. W e allow fora nite massm 4 of the quark and
antiquark. For the vector de ning a direction In the digt system we choose

1
h=P="C; B 32)

and work In a reference fram e where the incom ing p is collinear w ith the ,
the photon m om entum de ning the z axis, and where the totalm om entum of
the ggpair along this axis is zero. It is related to the pcm .by a boost In z
direction, so that azin uthal angls are the sam e In both fram es. W e Introduce
the azimuthal anglke ’ o, between the electron momentum k and P as in sec. 2,
and the azinuthalangle betweenP and ,where = p pisthem om entum

transfer from theproton. W ew ill integrate over in the present section. A nother
useful variable is the longitudinal com ponent P;, ofP , and thus og P 4, along the
photon direction. Fs range is from B ®™ to P'* with P['®™ = M =4 mg,
and thus independent of . This is in contrast to the length of the transverse



part P ofP since
b2 _ Mi=4 mi B 5.3)
Tol+te=EME b s

Only ort= 0 do the transverse m om enta of g and gbalance; then P % is jast the
squared transverse gt m om entum . Py, is party invariant, which willallow us to
use the sin pli ed expression @.11) instead of ©.6) to obtain the ’ o, dependence
of the ep cross section.

E xperim entally it is di cult to establish which of the two fts origihated in
the quark g and which In the antiquark gq. It is therefore ussfulto sum over nal
states w here them om enta of g and g are Interchanged, in otherwordsoverP and

P . Onecan show that afterthis sym m etrisation the transverse and longitudinal

P cross sections and the transverse-transverse interference term sareeven n Py,
w hereas the transverse-longitudinal interference tem s are odd In P;, and vanish
atpP; = 0.

To de ne an azinuthal angk after summ Ing over P and P one can distin—
guish the two fgtskinem atically, eg.according to which one points in the forward
direction w ith respect to the photon. Let Py be the fourm om entum of the for-
ward and Py that ofthe backward #t, and choose for the direction h instead of
g2

h= Py = % Pr Bs) 34)

w ith the corresponding relative azinuthal angle ' g between k and Py . The
longitudinal com ponent ofPrg is Pr J. W rdting Prg = sgnP;,) P we see that
Prp isa polar vector so that we can again use @.11) for the ep cross section.

In the case P, = 0, ie.when the £t m om enta are perpendicular to the p
axis, eg. 3.4) leaves the sign of h unde ned, as the attrioution of Py and Pg
to the $ts is ambiguous. This kads to an am biguity between azim uthal angls
"vp and ' yg + and hence a to sign ambiguity forcos’ yz and sin’ zg but not
for cos’ g ) and sin 2’ 5 ). A s mentioned above the transverseJongitudinal
Interference temm s vanish at P, = 0 when ssammed over P and P, so that no
am biguity rem ains In the ep cross section.

The summ ation overP and P isin fact trvialunderthe assum ption that the
di ractive exchange has de nite charge con jugation parity, which is of course the
case forpom eron or two-glion exchange. A pplying charge con jugation invariance
of the strong Interactions to the photon dissociation part ofthe p subreaction
it then ©llow s that the di erential cross section or B.1) rem ains the sam e fwe
exchange g and g :

d ! ept+ gPy)+ agPy))=d ! e+ gPy) + qPy)) : 3.5)

To sum over P and P and change from the varabl P to Bz we thus only
need to multiply the cross section with 2 and replace ’ o with 'y and Py, wih
Pl



32 The dipt cross section at t = 0 in the Landsho -
N achtm ann m odel

In this subsection we give the di erential cross section for reaction @;13) att=0
in the m odel of Landsho and Nachtmann (LN) fi2, 16]. The transverse and
longitudinal p cross sections have been com puted In ], and the calculation of
the Interference temm s goes along the sam e lnes. W e therefore only recall the
essentials of the m odel and give the nal resuls.

The LN m odelwas developed to give a sinple Q CD based description of the
soft pom eron . It approxin ates pom eron exchange by the exchange oftwo glions
which are taken as nonperturbative, ie. they have a nonperturbative propagator

g D (P) instead of g =F in Feynm an gauge. T he nonperturbative propaga—
torD (#) isa di cult quantity to com pute and indeed there isno consensus in the
literature about itsbehaviour at an all ¥ {17], but we w ill not attem pt to discuss
this issue here. W e will instead follow the rather m odel independent approach
of {12,186, 18], which is based on the observation that often the am plitude of a
considered process can be approxin ated in such a way that it depends on D ()
only via certain sin ple integrals, so that it is not necessary to know the detailed
finctional ©m ofD (). In the present paper we w ill need the two m om ents

Z 1 9 2
arr o ¢ HF = 4—0; (3.6)
Z 1 ’ 9 2 2
df[ b ( HF ‘1= 80 2 ; (3.7)
0

where ,  20GeV "and , 1:1GeV havebeen estin ated from data 16, 1B].
From the ratio of @.}) and .6) 2 appears as the scak characteristic for the
behaviour of D on F. Following [l§lwe take @ 1 forthe strong coupling in
the nonperturbative region which dom iates the F-integrations in #.6), B.7).
In thismodel the reaction p ! ggp is descrbed by the exchange of two
glions between a quark In the proton and the ggpair into which the virtual
photon splits. In the high-energy lin i its am plitude is purely in agihary and
thus can be calculated by cutting the coresponding Feynm an diagram s in the
s-channel. In each diagram there is then exactly one o —shell quark, nam ely one
of the quarks into which the photon dissociates. Its typical virtuality is
2 _ P%+mé= M2+Q2)P%+mé
1 X M 2
which can be seen as the relevant scale of hardness of the process $§,19]. W e
obtain the ep cross section from the m aster equation ¢€.1I) as

; (3.8)

Qq qQq
d ! epa) _ _em 1 1 g+ y=2 d 5 Lom d g
d’ qdxdQ2dP, d dt 2 xQ?2 dp.d dt dp.d dt
aq q_— q%
"os@ ) ————— 2 "A+ MY oos! g —— 22— : 3.9
(qq)dPLd dt ( ) T gp,.d dt G2)

10



d fi=@P. d dt) ispurely real in our approxin ation since the p am plitude is
purely in agihary, so that is phase is independent of the photon polarisations,
see ourdiscussion In sec.Z. Forthedi erential  p cross sections and interference
tertm swe nd

2
d an _8 2 () e o 1 s® . (310)
em mn
d,d dt_, 3 7 O My Mg+ Q%7

where g, is the electric charge of the produced quark In units of the positron
chargeand () = 1+ + %twith 0085 and ° 025GeV ? the soft
pom eron tra gctory. T he reduoced cross sections

P2+ m?2’ p?2
g _ T q T 2 242 2 ..\2
S = 1 Mf P%+m§MX+Q)L1(PT'W)
mg 2 2,2 2 2
! . .
+m My +Q ) LPT;wW)
2 p2 4 2
ag  _ T q 2 2,2 2. \2 .
Spo = 4M£T(MX+Q)L2CPTIW) ’
P24+ m? p2
g® _ o T q T 2 4 02)2 2 .\2 .
+ Mg P%+mf{(MX Q) 1(PTIW) ’
b0 PL,Pr]
s o= 22 LTI M 2+ 02 L P W)L, P2w) 5 B
My M2
w hose nom alisation hasbeen chosen for Jater convenience, involve loop integrals
Z 4
LiPI;w)= ) dE [ PD ( DHFfiwiw) ; i= 1;2 (3.12)
over the fiinctions X 3
1 v+ 1 2w
firw) = 1 —41 ¢ > ;
2w W+ 1 2wP+4w(@d w)
1
HLviw) = 1 = (313)
wv+1 2wf+4w (@l w)
of the din ensionless variabls)
_E _P1_ Pr
V= —2 H w = —2— (l )m . (3.14)

A ssum ing that due to the squared gluon propagator the dom inant values of
£ in the loop integrals L; are small compared with # we can Taylor expand
fiv;w) at v= 0 and approxin ate

Qf; (viw)

fiviw) v —— i 3.15)
Qv

3The de nitions of v and w here di er from those in ['§].

v=10

11



5o that the ram aining integralisgiven by (377). The integral 3.6) does not appear
because both f; and f, vanish at v= 0. In this approxin ation @.11) becom es
18 ! !

2 272« 2 2 2 2 2
sm - 2o 4 M x 1 oEi™Ms Pr @ wy
M 8 : P2+ 2 M2 P2+ 2
T T Mg X 9T m g
|
T2 2 =
M 2 m
+ 2 : 2 2 qz(l 2W)2 r
Pr+mg Pr+tm Z
|
922'2 2 M 2
See = o0 —X— @ 2wf;
8 | Mg Pi+m2
2 2°2 2 2
qu — 900 8MX PT (l Wf,
8 | PZ+m2 Pi+m?
922 % p_g M2 P
Sf% = — 42 2 : 2 2Lj?sz(l w)@d 2w :
8 My Pr+miPr+mg

(3.16)

A's a benchm ark we have com pared the integrals L; P % ;W) In the approx—
imation (3.15) with their exact valies for the m odel gluon propagator used in
l6): ;

D( 1)/ 1+

2 # n

% % ; n 4 ; 3a17)
w here the proportionality constant can easily be obtained from (3.6).Forn ! 1
this becomes D ( 1) / exp( 1= ). We nd that the value of n has litte
in uence on the L; P 2;w), and that the approxin ations (3.15) are in general
rather good, exospt however for som e regions of param eter space. In particular
the approxin ation of I.; becomes bad forw close to 1 and for snallPZ. On
the other hand L, becom es zero and changes its sign or some P2 ifw > 1=2
because the function f, (v) changes sign at v = w 2¥P2 = 2@w 1). The
param eters P 2 ;w for which L, vanishes are not aways well reproduced by the
approxin ation; it can be seen that for given P2 the value w = 1=2 cbtained
fromn (3.15) is too small, so that with xed m Z the corresponding value of  is
overestin ated

An in proved approxin ation, also kading to them om ent (371), is achieved by
replacing (.19) w ith

£ 6w 2
fiw) v L toiw) ; Vo = % ; (3.18)
Vo
where we take £ = 2. W ith this approxin ation the values P 2;w where L,

vanishes are reproduced m uch better, and the errors on L; are In the region ofa
fow percent even ifw = 09 and PZ assnallas?2 GevZ.
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3.3 D iscussion of the resuls

Let us m ake som e rem arks on the resuls @11), .18). The rst concems the
sign ofthe p interference tem s. T he transverse-transverse interference isalways
positive, so that the tem with cos@2’ o) In the ep cross section 3.9) is negative.
In f11] it was pointed out that this is the opposite sign than the one cbtained
for gogproduction In photon-gluon fusion. T he sign ofthe longitudinaktransverse
interference depends on the loop integralL, P 2 ;w) and thus on the valie of w .
3.16) gives a sign change at w = 1=2, the exact value ofw from (3.11) is larger
and depends on P % as m entioned at the end of the previous subsection. This
characteristic change of sign has also been observed in {11]. A s a general rem ark
we can say that the distrdbbution of the ep cross section In ' o we obtain is very
sin ilar to the one in the perturbative tw o-gluon approach of {I1], apart from the
overall nom alisation which com es out di erent in the two m odels, cf. R0]. The
m ain characteristics of the nom alised azin uthal distribution are detem ined by
the twogluon exchange picture.

W e now tum to the dependence on the transverse £t m omentum . From
@.11) one sees that com pared w ith the transverse cross section the transverse-
longitudinal interference is suppressed by a factor Pr M x , the transverse-
transverse interference by P2=M 7 and the longitudinal cross section by
P %+ mZ)=M ¢ . This means that the interferences (and the longitudinal cross
section) are less inportant ifP 2 issnallcompared with M 2, ie. if the ts are
close to the p axis n the reference fram e we are working In. Note that for
light quarks the suppression of the transverse-ongiudinal interference is weaker
than the one for the longitudinal cross section. This suggests a way to experi-
m entally look for the zero in the longitudinal p am plitude, which is due to the
behaviour ofthe ntegrall, P % ;w) and can be viewed as a characteristic feature
of the two-glion exchange m echanism in this reaction: The zero m ight be seen
through the change of sign of the cos’ oo term in the angular dependence as w
or isvaried, whereas it should be di cul to observe it from a dip in the ' -
Integrated spectra, given that the longitudinal p cross section ismuch an aller
than the transverse one where the zero occurs. W e nally note that for heavy
quarks (3.1F) isvalid down to P2 = 0 and that all interference tem s (though
not the lIongitudinal cross section) vanish in this lim it where h is collinearw ith p
and g as required by angularm om entum oconservation.

For a num erical study we change variables from ' . and Py, to ' yg and P J
as explained at the end of sec. 3.0 and integrate over P j. To ensure that we
have Ftsand that the scale ? of B8) rem ains hrgewe inpossa owercut P2,
on PZ,whih at t= 0 corresponds to an m %-dependent upper cut Ppe on P13
se (3.3). The ’ pp dependence of the ep cross section for the quark avours
u;d;sjcatthe HERA cm .energy of s= 296 GeV isshown n g.1L, where we
plotd (! epay)=@’rs dxdQ?d dt) asa finction of’ rz Hrdi erent values
of the other kinem atical variables. W e note that In the exam ples where cham ed
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Ets can be produced kinem atically their fraction In the p cross section is not
negligble; for cases (@) and () ofthetablke n g. ﬂj it is about 1=3, and for case
() about 1=5.

The examplks in g.7 ilustrate how a snallerm inimum P 2=M 7 ladsto a

atter dependence on ’ pg as discussed above, while increasing the overall rate.

Thee ectof on the sign ofthe cos’ yz ~tem in the cross section can clearly be
seen. A Iso shown in the plots is the di erence between the approxin ations @.18)
and 3.15) of the integrals n 311): in general the lss exact approxin ation
3.15) which leadsto (3.16) is rather good, especially ifP 2 _ . is large.

F inally we Investigate what bounds on the longitudinal p cross section one
could obtain from m easuring the’ y5 -dependence shown in  g.1,. For convenience
we introduce the quantities

FB d EE FB d gOB FB FB FB
Foo = g’ Fo T 'ggd P T FeitFeo
d FB qid FB
Ff® = o ; F7P = 2"a+m—2; 319
* d dat’ *o ( )d at ’ G19)
whose factors are chosen such that
d (! 1
! &P _ e 1 y+ 92
d’ g dxdQ2d dt 2 xQ? o
n
FoP + F® cos@' g )+ FJ§ cos’pg (320)

Up to a global factor F.° , F7§ and F{® are therefore the Fourier coe cients
for the ’ 5 -dependence of the ep cross section, and Fj; is the contrbution of
longitudinal photons to Fr® . Tabk 1, gives the coe cientsF f?, FFE and FF®
which correspond to the plots I g. I}, the Iongitudinal contrbutions F j,° , and
the lower and upper bounds ;7 , F2 on F(® one can obtain from the ’ g -
dependence using the di erential analogues of ©.15). The upperbound @.14) is
not usefiil since the transversetransverse nterference d 8 =d dt) is positive.

W hen them nimum P2=M ? israthersmall, ie.i cases () and (e), the lower
and upper bounds are rather far apart from each other and in this sense not very
stringent, due to the suppression of the transverse-longiudinal interference by
P FM x ocompared w ith the transverse cross section. From (€ .18) we see that the
lower bound is then suppressed by P 2=M 7 . On the other hand the longitudinal
cross section itself has a suppression factor P2 + mé)=M 2, and as a resul the
lower bound we dbtain is quite close to the actualvaluie ofF g, .

34 Jet angle for m ore general nal states

W enow generalise the gt anglkused so farto di ractive nalstatesX thatdonot
necessarily have a two—gt topology. A sbefore we work in a reference fram e w here
the Incom Ing photon and proton are collinear and w here the totalm om entum of
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Tabl 1: Fourer coe cients corregoonding to the angular distributions shown in
g. 1 and Jower and upper bounds F ;> , F 2 on the longiudinal contribution
F¢? one can cbtain from them . For the de nition of F+ 2, F{P etc.cf. 3.19).

y=05,"= 08, s=29%GeV,t= 0.

2 2 FB FB FB FB FB FB
MX PTcut F+ F+O O FOO Fbw Fupp
GeV? GeV? tiiviiiininnn. No=Ge&V? .vvvvvnnennn..

@ 1/3 80 16 =29 075 46 045 022 0.72

) 1/3 80 4 11 71 43 13 050 28
© 2/3 20 4 83 35 15 26 10 33
@ 1/3 20 4 54 -14 86 72 41 14
e 2/3 20 1 =30 49 130 18 84 80

X along this axis is zero. Let  be the thrust axis of X in this fram e. It can be
oriented by requiring that it points in the direction of the photon m om entum :

= sn@ ) : 321)

T his provides a direction in the hadronic nal state, whith we can also w rite as
a foursrector:
h= ©Q; ) : (322)

From 321) and 323) it follow sthath isa polar vector. N ote that in the case of
a two—gt nalstate and In the lim it t= 0 it becom es proportional to the vector
Prp de ned in B.4). Another possbility would be to de ne h from the thrust
axis in the rest fram e of X by equations analogousto $21) and $27), and then
toboosth tothe p frame. IfX isa dift this isthen proportionalto Pry even
at nie t.

T he vector h de ned in one ofthese ways, or a vector obtained from another
suitable shape variabl of the system X , can be used for the de nition of the
azinuthal angle ’ and of p cross sections and interference tem s. It is not
restricted to events with only two ®ts in X , and it does not require to have gts
w ith a transverse m om entum Jlarge enough for a £t algorithm to be applicable.
This could allow for a signi cant gain In statistics. The m easurem ent of the
" dependence could In particular be used to constrain the cross section for lon-—
giudinal photons. The discussion In the previous subsection and the num erical
examplewih P2  1GeV i tablkel indicates that onem ight cbtain at kast a
usefil lower bound even for low P 2, provided the ratio P 2=M 2 isnot very sm all.
Too sn allvalues of P 2=M ? willpresum ably also present experin ental problem s,
since then the polar angl ofh is close to zero and the resolution on its azin uth
w ill becom e poor.
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W hen the thrust axis is perpendicular to the p direction the requirem ent
(321) does not x its ordentation, so that the angle ’ is only de ned up to an
ambiguity between ’ and ’ + . Thisis just asin the case Py, = 0 forthe two—gt

nal state which was discussed at the end of sec. 3.0i. Using a sin ilar argum ent
as there one can show that the transverse-longiudinal interference tem s vanish
when the thrust axis is perpendicular to g so that no am biguity appears in the
€p cross section.

4 D ipt production at nite t

4.1 Coupling ofthe two gluons to the proton

W ewillnow investigate di ractive production ofa gt pair B.1) at nitet in the
LN m odel. Throughout our calculation we take the high energy lm i, dropping
term s that are suppressed by factors of . In this approxination t= 2 where
r isthe transverse part of wih respect to p and g. A characteristic property

of the LN m odel is that the two glions coupl to the sam e quark in a hadron
2]. T he coupling of the gluons to the proton is then given by the isoscalar vector
current of the nuclkon, and the squared am plitude for the process is proportional
to ]

2

p

G*(t)=F; @ iFf(t) : @a)
4m
whereF; (t) and F, (t) are the isoscalarD iracand Pauliform factorsofthenucleon,
resoectively, ie. the sum ofthe D irac Pauli) form factors of the proton and the
neutron. Att= OonehasF; (0) = 1andF, (0) 012, cf.[[9], and in the region
1< 1 Gev? we are interested 1n F; (t) is dom inating this expression.

One nds that at high energy the relkvant kinem atics in the Feynm an dia—
gram sfor p ! ggp aredetem ined by the proton m om entum and the kinem atic
variables ofthe ! ggtransition, but not on them om entum ofthe quark w ithin
the proton . A lldependence ofthe am plitude on the nuckon structure thus com es
from the form factor G (t) ; there is no further dependence on tranverse or longi-
tudinalm om entum distrlbutions of quarks, even at nite .

T he polarisation vectors for the gluons coupling to the proton both com e out
proportionalto the niialproton m om entum p. Forthe com plete am plitude they
are contracted w ith the propagators of the glions, and the result is contracted
w ith a tensor corresoonding to the gluons coupling to the produced quark and
antiquark. W e w ish to ram ark that one need not take a Feynm an—-lke gauge for
the gluons, ie. a propagator g D (k?) where k is the gluon momentum . In
fact one has som e fireedom to choose a gauge In our m odel w thout changing
the structure of the result: there is no contrdbution to the am plitude from the
tensor k k in a general covariant gauge, nor from k n + n k wih some xed
fourvector n, which appears in non-covariant gauges. T he reason is that in the
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approxin ation of our calculation the exchanged glions couple directly to quarks,
not to gluons, and thus to a conserved vector current. Note however that for
term s in the propagator which involve n n  (@ppearing in radiative corrections
to the bare propagator In non-covariant gauges) one would have to investigate
in detailw hether the extra tensors contribute to the leading energy behaviour of
the am plitude.

T he approxin ation oftw o noninteracting ghions in the LN m odeliscertainly a
very crude one. To gobeyond it one could replace the direct coupling ofthe glions
to a quark in the proton by the cut am plitude for the em ission by the proton of
two gluons, n other words by the cut amplitude forg p ! g p. Including the
gluion propagators the latter m ight be approxin ated by the gluion distrdoution in
the proton P1,4] at zero t. This is however not usefulwhen we want to com pute
the e ectsof nitet, since in the gluon distrdoution the fourm om enta ofthe two
gluons are by de nition equal, in particular they do not transfer any transverse
m om entum T .

Som e features ofthe LN m odelare also found in thism ore general fram ew ork
if one m akes the assum ption that the squared cm . energy ofthegp ! gp
am plitude is an allcom pared to W 2 in the region ofphase space which dom inates
the am plitude for p ! ggp. This is for instance the case In the m ultiperipheral
approxin ation. Then one can show that the polarisation of the glions is again
proportionalto p, and that the relevant kinem atics in the Feynm an diagram s are
as In the LN m odel calculation. M oreover, both statem ents ram ain valid if the
proton dissociates and one integrates over the particlke m om enta in the proton
rem nant w ith p being held xed, provided that p* W 2.

W hat is however particular to ourm odel is the dependence of the am plitude
for the am ission of two gluons by the proton and their propagation on t and,
yet m ore In portantly, on the glion virtualities, the latter being given by the
nonperturbative ghion propagators. W e shall see that precisely these two points
w illhave them ain e ect on the t-dependence of the cross section for our process.

42 Loop integration

Having contracted the tensor for the two glions coupling to the proton with
the one for their coupling to the ! g transition we must perform a loop
Integration. W e Iabel the Joop mom entum 1 In such a way that the st gluon
an itted from the proton carries m om entum 1+ =2 and the second glion
1+ =2. Their respective virtualities com e out as (1 =2) %= (L +)? and
A+ =2)2= (F + 1)? where L isthe transverse part of 1w ith respect to p
and g. U sing the cutting rules we are left with a two-din ensional loop integral
of the fom
Z dZ]T h i h i
LEl= —[JFD @& =D @+ =2 f 42)
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w ith som e com plicated function £ dependingon 1.,  and the otherkinem atical
variables P, mg, My, Q 2. In particular f contains quark propagators whose
denom inators depend on Ir r and Ik P so that unlke in the casse t= 0
we cannot now perform the Integration over the angl of Iy w ithout specifying a
m odel forthe glion propagatorD . To obtain am ore trangoarent representation of
the m odel dependence and to avoid num erical integrations already at am plitude

kvel we expand those quark propagators up to second order In (k r=2),
assum Ing that both Jr jand j  jare su ciently sm all. T he expansion requires

225 % BRIO%; A @3)
w here

MZ2=4 t=4
2 Mg . 15 @)

isa generalisation to nitetofthe scale B.8). Notethatthe rstcondition iswhat
we used in the approxin ation .15) i sec. 33, which was a Taylor expansion
around = ? = 0. Our calulation will not give an expression analogous to
(3.11) that does not require the gluon virtuality to be sm all com pared w ith the
virtuality of the o —shell quark.

To cbtain tractabl expressions we also expand denom inators in those tem s
which depend on the angle between P and 1. The cross section is then
apolynomialin cos and sin  and can easily be Integrated over . The anall
param eter for these expansions is again j 1 j m ore precisely they are valid if

jr B3 mi+Pi+ =4 45)

4.3 1Integrals over the gluon propagators at nite t

A fter the expansions just describbed we are keft with a lin ited num ber of sin ple
Ioop integrals. They have the form of Lf]in @J) with £ = 1; £; L1, where
;9= 1;2 The corresponding Integrands depend only on I} and : so that the
Integrals are just functions oft. They w illtum out to be crucial quantities n the
discussion of our results in sections4.4 and 5J.

The integralwih £ = L is zero because its integrand is odd in k, whereas
the tensor integralwith f = L1 is related by rotation invariance to integrals
over the scalars £ = £ and £ = (& 1)*. W e therefore have three linearly
Independent integrals to evaluate and choose the com binations

L) = LOl;
LM = L E ;
h i h i
LM = L2k )= 37 1 =1L EoosR) ; (4.6)

where istheangkbetween  and .Att= OwehaveIy(0)= 9 §=(4 ) and
L0)=9¢ =@ ) from (3.6), 3.7), whik the integration over gives: (0) = 0.
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The ratio of I; (0) and I, (0) involves the scale S 12G eVZ, which is also the
characteristic scale for the t-dependence of the integrals n @.6) since it is the
typical scale for them om entum dependence ofD (#). W e w ill therefore have two
kinds of corrections to the cross sections and interference tem s at zero t:

1. corrections In powers of tjdivided by som e kinem atical variable ofthe p
reaction, such asQ?,M 2, or ? of @.4).By assum ption these kinem atical
varibles are all large com pared w ith Fj cf. @3).

2. corrections which depend on tvia t= 3, where 2 comes from the ratio of
the integrals in @.§) or from their variation w ith t. X is in portant that 3
is not Jarge com pared to typical values of 13< 1 GevZ2.

W e have calculated the p cross sections and Interference temm s kesping the
corrections in point i up to order t=Q #, whereas no expansion wasm ade in t= 3,
having in m ind that we can have t= 2= 0 ().

O ne can m ake a m ore detailed statem ent about the an alkt behaviour of the
integrals @.5) under the assum ption that the fiinction D () is su ciently well
behaved to be Taylr expanded. In @ J) we then can expand (& r)? In the
gluon propagators around l% . Tem s In this expansion that are odd in I T

vanish after integration over the anglke , so that the integrals have a power
expansion n 2 = %j:

0 | 1
92 . -2
4 2 2
9 2 2O 5 j:!2 1
e - 2den B 3.
0 0
|
92 . :
Lo = 4—Oj:j32(0) l+Cz(l)£23+ SRR @
0

On one hand {4.7) show s that the deviation of these integrals from their values
att= 0 isproportionaltotand notto~  t.M oreover cnem ay get a reasonable
description of their tdependence over a w ider range kesping a few tem s of this
expansion .

W e have evaluated the integrals I, ), I 1), I, (t) w ith them odel @17 ofthe
gluon propagator. Forn = 4 we obtain good quadratic tsofthe integrals in the
range Tj= O to 14 GeV? with

&= o5 &= o0az; P = 038 & = 009;

& = 0027; &7 = 031 438)
and all other coe cients being zero. Forn = 1 we have an exponential propa—
gatorD ( 1)/ expf %= 2gandeasily nd I;() = expf 5@ 3)g ;10) or
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i= 0;1;2. Comparing the integrals forn = 4 and n = 1 we nd that they
are almost equal for Iy and that I; issnaller forn = 1 than forn = 4, the
ooe cjentc{l) forn=1 being 035 Instead of 0:38.Ivanishesatallt orthe

exponential propagator, forn = 4 it is still very an all com pared with £ oI

4.4 Resuls

W e now present our results for the p cross sections and interference tem s
of quark-antiquark production at nite t, the ep cross section is obtained from
eq. 39). We rstgive analytical expressions including the corrections in &= §,
but w tthout the corrections of order t+=Q ? which are rather lengthy. The latter
w illbe included in the num erical discussion below .

To zeroth order ;n &=Q? only two linear com binations of the integrals {4.4)
appear, nam ely

KiO=L® FpO=4; Ko©=L0® FIEmO=4 : 4.9)

From 4.7) we see that the kading temn i the expansion of K () n = 2 is

constant, whereas the leading temm for K , is proportionalto t= (2) . W e Introduce
the abbreviations

Mi=4 =4 P PZ+m?
a = ’
M 2 t £ 0 2
b - i=4 mi P ' pZ @10
- 2 _ 2 2 ! )
Mg=4 t=4 F cooPi+m?
whose Iimits fort ! 0 are given for easy com parison w ith our resuls in sec. 37,
and the variablew = (1 ) basa generalisation to nitetofw de ned in (314).
The resul then reads
d an
dpr d dt
2
8 L& s ( )Gz(t) 20 2 ©) g 1 S®  (411)
CHE M2 tMZ+Q2 tF
w ith
K 2h i
sfi = — 40 2a)b@ wi+ @ DA 2w) +
a
g 2h i
—2 (@ 2a)b@ 2w+ 2@)+ 20 bW +0 =07 ;
a
o 0% 1 2 2.2 2
S = L7t 2wf+ 8KZw’g+ O (=0Q°) ;
a

X
@)

11’1
i = 8KZb@ wf 4KZbw(@ w) +O0 (=07 ;
a
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Sl
P_ P, MZ2=4 m? P?1
5% = 4 2q" - S

MZ ¢ MZ ot a?
n

O
K@ w)@ 2w) Bw(@ 2w)=2+0 Q7 : (@12)

Fort! 0 we recover our previous expressions 3.10), G.16).

Let usnow give som e num erical exam ples, obtained w ith the param etrisation
@ .8) of the integrals I; (t) which corresponds to the m odel gluon propagator
G1h) withn = 4. As i sec. 33 we change variables from Py, and ’ o to P J
and ’ yg and Integrate over P W e Inpose an upper cuto on P jand sum
over the three light quark avours u;d;s. In g.2 we plt the t-dependence of
the quantities Fv'®, F3,°, F7®, F]J introduced In B.19), but taking out the
squared proton orm factor G2 (t) and the t-dependent part 2 't of the Regge
power, both of which give a rather strong suppression of the cross section at t
away from zero. As a result of the di erent tbehaviour of Ff?,FF? and F} 2
the ’ 5 -dependence of the ep cross section w ill change w ith t.

In order to see to w hat extent these results depend on the soeci ¢ form ofthe
gluon propagatorwe plot In  g. 8 the sam e quantities as in  g. 2, now w ith the
sin plest ansatz for the integrals we can m ake:

8

(t)_9—§' I(t)_9—
I0 _4 ’ 1 _4

[SEN]

2
=0y (413)

Do
~
&
G
I

keeping only the lowest order in t of the expansions @.7). T he leading coe cient

02(0) In I, isnot detem Ined from phencom enology as is the case for Iy and I;, and

we take three di erent values 0, 055 and 0:5. W e see how the vardation ofc%(o)
m odi es the behaviour of the Fourier coe cients at m oderate and large values of
Tjquite drastically; it can for nstance kad to a change of sign in the interference
tem sat xed t. O ne would however have to see whether such large variations of
cz(o) can be obtained w ith realistic gluon propagators.

C om paring the plot for cZ(O) = 0 and the corresoonding one obtained w ith our

soecial ansatz for the glion propagator for w hich 02(0) 0 we see that the e ect
of approxin ating the tdependence of the Integrals I; by the lading temm s in the
expansions (4.1) isby nom eans sm all. T his is not surprising as the lading order
approxin ation is only expected to be good for 13 3 1. Notice also that the
rst order coe cients ¢ ¢ and ¢’ in @) are rather large.

W e have com pared the results which inclide correctionsup to order t=Q ? w ith
the expressions given in @.12) where only the t-dependence through t= 2 i the
Integrals K ; (t) is kept. In m ost of param eter space the latter give a very good
approxin ation, and even for rather snallQ?, M ? or rather Iow m ninum P2
the ormulke {4.17) give the correct qualitative features. Apart of course from
the squared elastic form factor G (£)? and the t-dependent pom eron tra fctory the

maln e ect In the tdependence of the p cross sections and Interference temm s
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thus tums out to be from the integrals I; (t), ie. from the fact that at £t 0 the
two exchanged gluons have di erent virtualities. On one hand this m eans that
corrections in t=Q ? are Jess in portant i the kinem atical region we are investigat—
ing. On the other hand the resuls depend on the details of the nonperturbative
gluon propagator encapsulated In the I; (£), and the phenom enological constraints
3.6), B.%) arenot su cient to predict the t-dependence quantitatively, they only
provide the right order of m agnitude and the characteristic scale 2.

5 The azim uthal angle of the scattered proton
Oor proton rem nant

In this section we tum our attention to another azim uthal angle In di ractive
processes @.11), choosing for the vector h

h=px : (5.1)

" v s the azin uthal anglk between the lpton and the di ractive system X , ie.
" + is the azin uthal anglk between the lpton and the scattered proton or
proton remnant. This anglke was introduced and discussed in []. Note that the
p cross sections and interference term s *) introduced there are integrated
over the Intemalm om enta of the system X but not over p. In the notation used
in this paper they read
®) _ 1 d fin .
" el d dt ) 62)

this paper

pPx beocom es collinear w ith g and p when fjtakes itsm Ininum value, which

is zero In the high energy lin it. Aswe remarked In sec.? the p iInterference

tem s must then vanish fort ! 0 because of angular m om entum conservation,

and the crucial question we w ill be concemed w ith In the follow ing is how fast

they do. To quantify thiswe nom alise the Interference term sw ith respect to the
P cross sections and consider the ratios

d¥ =d dv
Ry = X _ X _ 7
d¥=d d+d %=d dr
d*=d dbv
R,o = 0 : 53)

df,=d dy+d¥H=@d av

If they behave lke a (possbly fractional) power of tjfort ! 0 then the scalke
that com pensates t in these din ensionless quantities determ ines how large they
are at nite t.
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Tt was argued In @] and con med by an explicit calculation .n R2] that in
the phenom enological pom eron m odel of D onnachie and Landsho R3] one has

q_—
E2 ; Rio —ij; G 4)

R,
Q2 Q

where Q ocould be replaced by M x or som e combination ofM x and Q, the im -
portant point is that the scale dividing t is a kinem atical quantity of the p
subreaction, and therefore rather large com pared w ith t for the typical values of
t,M 2 and Q? in di ractive D IS.

Form odels that describe di raction in tem s of soft colour Interactions [/, 8],
or in m odelswhere the Q CD vacuum playsan in portant roke P4], one can expect
a di erent behaviour B]. In these m odels there is som e scale characteristic of soft
physics which could take the place of Q in the expressions of §$.4). This would
Jead to lJarger interference termm s and thus to a m ore pronounced ’ y -dependence
of the ep cross section. In the LN m odel the di ractive m echanian is described
by soft gluon exchange; we will see in sec. 54 where and when its typical scale

o replaces Q In (54). W e ram ark that the powers of Fjwhich give the am alkt
behaviour of R, and R, may in generalbe di erent from those n &4).

51 Calculation in the LN m odel

W enow tum to the predictions ofthe LN m odel for the dependence ofthe ep cross
section on the proton angle. W e rst have to replace the generaldi ractive nal
state X w ih a quark-antiquark pair. T his is the lowest order approxin ation ofX
at parton kevel and should give a reasonabl description, except in the region of
anall ,orlarge di ractive m assM x , where additional gluon em ission is known
to be In portant.

The calculation ofthe p cross sections and Interference tem s for the process
@.1) isessentially the sam e asthe one .n sec.4 with P ofeq. 84) replaced by py
in the expressions of the photon polarisation vectors £.3). W e integrate again
over the relative azin uthalanglkebetween P and py , but now the azin uthalangle
between k and px iskept xed, not the one between k and P .

W e have to m ake an additional restriction on the di ractive nal state, be-
cause we need that 2 ofeq. 3.8), @.4) is large or our approxin ations described
in sec.4 2 to be valid. Unlss we have a Jarge m assm  or the produced quarks,
thism eans that we m ust in pose a Iower cut on their transverse m om entum .

In Plitwasshown thatthe p crosssectionsand interferenceshave a physical
Interpretation in termm softhe helicity ofthe pom eron ifoneworks in the rest fram e
of the di ractive system X , provided that the selection cuts on the hadronic

nal state are invariant when the particle m om enta In the system X are rotated
around the photon m om entum 1n this fram e whik all other m om enta are kept
xed. Nonzero interference tem s between photons wih de nite helicities in
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this fram e In ply that di erent am ounts of angularm om entum along the photon
direction are transferred from the proton. In pom eron language thism eans that
the pom eron can carry di erent helicities.

To satisfy the above criterion of rotation invariance we in pose a cut on the
transverse quark m om entum In the X rest frame and not n the p system . To
do this we have to transform the kinem atical quantities introduced i sec. 3.1
to the cm . 0of X . W e denote threem om enta w ith an asterisk there and use a
right-handed coordinate systam w ith the z axis along the photon m om entum g .
Both the transverse and the longitudinalm om enta of the gg-pair are opposite to
each other, not only the Iongitudinal ones as in the frame we used in sec. 310
ThusP = P, P,)=2isequalto thethreem omentum ofthe quark Ft. Instead
of and P, ofsec.3.d weuse in theX rest system the relative azim uthalangle

between P and p , and the ngiudinalmomentum P, ofP = P_. Its
kinem atical lin its are the sam e as for Py, . For the transverse com ponent P ., of
P in thissystem wehaveP,*= M =4 mi P % comparedwith §3). The
relation between the longiudinaland transverse com ponents of P in both fram es

is as follow s:

1 M y , p—
P, = « & P P joos @ 2 ) =My ;
1+4 202 M2 t
: 1 , p—
Prjoos = g=————— P.Jjoos + P, @ 2) =g
1+ 4 2t=Q?
Prish = Prisin 65)

Integrating over  we obtain the ep cross section di erentialin ' x , X, Q%, t,
and P, .NotethatP; and arede ned in theX rest frame,but’ y inthe p
system .

52 Resuls

From ourm aster ormula €.11) the ’ y -dependence ofthe ep cross section is given
by the analogue of B.9) in sec. 37, wih the replacaments ' o ! "x,Pp ! P,
andd ¥ ! d X . The transverselongitudinal nterferences are real for the
sam e reason as In the case of the Ft angle. A s in sec.4.3 we have caloulated the

p cross sections and Interference tem s up to order t=Q ?, treating t= § as of
order 1. Again we will not give the analytic expressions of the O (=Q?) tem s,
but use them in our num erical discussion. W e nd

dan  _
dp, d dt
8 > sl ) 2 24 ®) 1 X
— e G* (€ ® S 5.6
3 =% © (t) My MZ+Q2 o°n (5.6)
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2h i
X Kl 2 2
sf, = =540 2a)b@ w)+ @ Db@a 2w) +
a
2h i
K2 2 2 2
—2 @ 2a)b@ 2w +2w )+ 20 bw > +0 (=0 ;
a
X oK in 2 2 2 > 2
Sey = Wta_ K Q1 2w)*+8Ksw ° +0EQ°) ;
8K ;K
s¥ = b @ w)P+ 0 E0?) ;
a
s*, = 26 0F 1
+0
thM§ ta 2

K2 @ w)@ 7w+ 8w 9
+4a (1 w)@ 8w + 10w ? .
1

+21 4a)a )4 D@ 6w + 6w )
h
+K:K, @ w)@ 1lw + 16w =2

+2a @ w)@d 12w + 20w )

i

+ 1 4da)@ )4 B@ 10w + 12w )
+K22hw @ 9w +8w =2 daw (L 5w + 5w 9
201 4@ ) bw O 3w) -
+0 (=07 ©-7)

Here we have used the integralsK ; (t), K ; (©) introduced in @:.9:), and the abbre-
viations

b = e ; w = (@1 )b ;
P %+ m2
2 2 2 2
L - EBrtmg 2 _ Poitmg 5.8)
M 2 ! 1

A remark is n order on the appearance of the square root P ~ t i the ex—
pression of the transverse-longiudinal interference tem s. O ne m ight suspect
that there is a contradiction w ith the analyticity properties of scattering am pli-
tudes, but this is not so. The point is that this Interference term is m ultiplied
wih cos’ y In the ep cross section, and that the expression of cos’ y in temm s
Sfﬁ andelstam Invariants also involves square roots, so that the appearance of

t is a consequence of the kinem atical variables we ¢hoose. Put in a di erent
way, the Interference temm s can have a dependence on =t through the polari-
sation vectors @ 3), which contain square roots. A corresponding rem ark can be
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m ade for the appearance of P;, in the transverse-ongiudinal interference tem

corresponding to the gt angle in @1%), @.19).

Asdiscussed In sections4 3 and 44 we have In the lin it of snallt

[ S

Koy 1 200, K, () zg—g:tj o 14 ; (5.9)
tto 4 2 tto 4

where cz(o) is not known from phenom enology and has to be cbtained using a

speci ¢ ansatz for the nonperturbative glion propagator. W ith (6.4 we nd
for the an alkt behaviour of the Interference tem s nom alised to the p cross
Ssections q_—
02(0) 1=4 Ezj 7 Rio —j:j :
0 Q
N ote that thebehaviourofS¥ mthelmitt! 0 isdetem ined by the coe cient
02(0), in contrast to the case of the ¥t anglke investigated in sec.4.4, where we
could m ake a param eter-free prediction forthis Iim it. In particular the sign ofthe
transverse-transverse interference depends on the details of the gluon propagator.
Ifcz(o) is close to 1=4 one even nds that the O (&=Q ?) tem s are dom inant and
R, 13+0*. Apart from this caveat the resul (5.10) is however independent
of the detailed properties of the glion propagator. The scal 3 com es into ply
In thism odel via the nonperturbative dynam ics of the exchanged gluons. Since
it only appears squared in the calculation, cf. §.1), it is clear that it can not be
the scak dividing~  t i R, o; there we have the large kinem atical variabk Q as
n 64).

The situation is however m ore com plicated for R, than discussed so far.
Wewillnot nd ratiosR,; oforder one as suggested by 6.10) in our num erical
exam pls. The reason is that S¥  (ut not S¥,) has an additional suppression
com pared w ith the cross section tem S¥*, by a factorofa b = P %M 2, which
can be rather sn all orthe P .M ? where we cut In the case of light quarks, and
even goes down to zero for cham production. A fter integration overP *the rst
relation of (5.10) ism ore precisely

R, (5.10)

. P 2
R, O 1=4 223 MT;“t ; (5.11)
0 X
for light quarks wih a mom entum cuto and
. m2
R, o 14 223 <, (512)
0 MX

for heavy quarks and integration down to P ;?= 0. In (6.12) m 2 appears since it
is the typical scale of P . in the integration if the quark m ass is large.

T he question ariseswhat one can expect orR; when there isno lower cut on
P . in the case of light quarks. A fter all the m ain contrbution to d * =dtd )
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summed over all avours and the full phase space is from light quarks at low
transverse m om enta. B ecause ofthe approxin ations of our calculation we cannot
extrapolate {5.7) to this region, but we want to give an educated guess. W e have
argued In [, 23] that wih som e caveats the LN model can still be applied to
p! qgpinthelimitP *+mZ ! 0. Intheresuks BIf) from our investigation
ofthe £t angle dependence at t= 0 we cbserve that the suppression of S¥ with
respect to S isby a factorP 2=M ? even in this lin it. Taking thisasa guidance
for the Interference term In our present problm we expect that a suppression by
P, { ofthe di erential interference term m ay persist orvery sm allP ,*+ m 2,
so that P2, in (6.11) is to be replaced with som e average P . ? if we integrate
over the full phase space. Exam Ining the loop integrals L; P 2 ;w) of @.12) one
further nds that the typical scale for the P 2 -dependence of the cross section is
o In the case wherem issmalland  not too close to 1. This leads us to the
guess
s s I B

14 =

R
’ 5oMi o o

(613)

for the interference term w ithout a cut on P % which is the quantity orighally
discussed in [@]. Notice that the O (=Q?) tetms in S* now also contrbute
to the leading tetm of R, . The scale (2) has cancelled and we nd the same
behaviour orboth R, and R, as i the D onnachie Landsho model 6.4). Let
us however ram ark that there one hasR ., +30? even w ith a Jarge cuto on
P.% In contrast to 6.10), (.11), so that the predictions of the two m odels are
by no m eans identical.

Com ing back to what we were able to calculate in the LN m odelwe now give
som e num erical illistrations ofour results. h analogy to sec.4 .4 we integrate over
P, and plot the Fourier coe cientsF X ,FX ,FX, wih agbbalfactorG? () 2 *
taken out. They arede ned lke F+®,FF® ,FF2 ;n 319) wih the superscript
FB replaced by X and thus appear in d (e ! epgg)=d’x dxdQ?d dt) n a
m anner analogous to (320). W e either sum over the three light avoursu;d;s
for the produced quarks, with a m ninum P ,? so that our calculation is vald,
or we oconsider produced cham quarks for which we can integrate over the full
kinem atical range of P .

T he t-dependence of the Fourier coe cients for the m odel propagator (3.17)
withn = 4isshown in g.4 fordi erent values ofthe free kinem aticalparam eters.
W e cbserve that the transversetransverse nterference is usually larger than the
transverse-longiudinal one. Fig. 5 shows an exam pl of the ’ y -dependence of
the ep cross section at two di erent values of t. In case (o) the distrlboution is
clkarly not at, although the e ect is not very large, whereas in case (@) alm ost
no ’ x dependence can be seen. This illustrates how the transverse-transverse
interference is a ected by the parameter P (2, M 7, which is 1=20 ;h case @)
and 1=5 in case ().

To assessthem odeldependence of ourprediction we also evaluated the Fourer
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coe clents taking the sin ple ansatz (4.13) for the integrals over the gluon prop—
agators, w ith di erent values for the coe cient c 2(0) . They are shown In g.§
for the case of light quarks, the e ects for cham are sin ilar. A s in sec. 4.4 the
results, especially at large 1) change considerably w ith 02(0) . In particular the
sign of the transverse-transverse Interference tem is di erent for CZ(O) below or
above 1=4, and for ¢’ = 1=4 this tem is very small, as discussed above. W e
repeat that one would have to see w hether realistic glion propagators give values
ofcz(o) as faraway from zero as the onestaken in g. 4.

W e nd that the leading order expressions of S¥, , S¥; and S i (.1) give
a rather good approxin ation of what is cbtained by including tem s of O (=Q ?),
except ofcourse ors¥  ifc) = 1=4.Asin sec.4 4 thism eansthat them ain e ect
com es from tem s depending on t= 3, whereas corrections in t=Q ? are relatively
small Tems in t= { are also essential to descrbe th% t-dependence of SY,.
A Tthough its order of m agnitude at an all t is given by =0, a m ere square
root dependence on 1 for the Fourier coe cient F *; .n  gures¥ and § is clearly
not a good approxin ation unless t is very sm all.

To conclude this section we ram ark on the possibility to constrain the cross
section for longitudinal photons from the m easurem ent of the ’ y -dependence
using the m ethod described in sec. 2.0. W ith the results we cbtain in the LN
m odelthe boundson d gp=(dtd ) would not be stringent at all, and be far away

from itsactualvalue. Thisisbecausswe nd the J'nterferelc’lloid +o=@td ),whose
size is crucial to obtain good constraints, to be oforder 330 . From £.16) we
can see that the Iowerbound on d ¢o=(dtd ) then vanishes ke £F0 2 pranallt,
whereas d (o=(dtd ) itself does not becom e an all in this lim it. This is di erent
from the situation we found forthe ¥t angle in sec.3.3. O ne would expect better
bounds if the ratio of the longitudinaktransverse interference and the p cross
sections at an allt were dom inated by a hadronic scale instead ofQ orM x . This
m Ight happen in otherm odels of di raction where soft dynam ics is in portant.

6 Summ ary

In this paper we investigated correlations between azin uthal angles n desp In—
elastic ep di raction, using the one-photon approxin ation. W e rst derived the
general expression for the dependence of the ep cross section on a suitably de-
ned azin uthal angl between the lpton plane and a direction In the hadronic
nal state In termm s of cross sections and interference temm s of the p collision
for di erent photon helicities. This was a direct generalisation ofthe work in [].
W e showed that those temm s in the cross section that depend on the helicity of
the lepton beam are sensitive to a polarisation dependence of the phases in the
p am plitudes for linearly polarised photons. From the angular dependence of
the ep cross section one can obtain bounds on the di erential or integrated cross
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section for longitudinal photons, w thout having to vary vy as it is needed for is
direct m easuram ent. How stringent these bounds are depends on the size of the
Interference tem between longitudinal and transverse polarisations and thus on
the choice of azin uthal anglk and on the region ofphase space considered.

W e have investigated the dependence on the azinuthal gt angl predicted
by the LN m odel for the parton lvel reaction ep ! ep+ gg at large transverse
mom entum of the ggpair, which at hadron level describbes a pair of ts that
carries the entire fourm om entum of the di ractive nal state. The size of the
interference temm s is found to be controlled by the quantity P2=M 2 . The sign
of the transverse-longitudinal nterference depends on . Since this interference
is Jess strongly suppressed than the longitudinal cross section, £ may o er an
opportunity to cbserve the zero of the lIongitudinal am plitude at certain values
of P2 and which is characteristic of the two-glion exchange m echanisn . The
bounds on the longiudinal cross section obtained from the azin uthaldependence
m ight be quite useful, at sn allP 2=M ? at least the Jower bound com es out quite
close to itsactualvalie which isalso an all in thiskinem atical region. W e suggest
that the use of an azin uthal angle de ned from an event shape variable like the
thrust axis in the di ractive nal state would allow to extend thism ethod to a
w ider class of nalstates, In particular i would allow to go to an aller values of
P % than those needed for £t algorithm s and thus to Increase the totalrate In the
analysis.

The cross section orep ! ep+ gg was then caloulated at nie t with the
approxin ations 2 “and E ?, or the de nition of ? cf. 88), @4).
Tts region of validity is therefore the production of gts or heavy avours where

? issu ciently large. The result then involves three t-dependent integrals (4 6)
w ith two gluon propagators at di erent virtualities. T he relevant scale for the
tbehaviour of these integralsis 2 12GeV.Thelimitt! 0 fortwo ofthem
is known from phenom enology, for the rest one has to resort to speci ¢ m odel
propagators.

Applying this calculation to the dependence on the azinuthal gt anglk we

nd that apart from the dom inating e ect of the proton form factor G (t) and
the pom eron tragctory p (t) the tdependence of the p cross sections and
Interference tem s is controlled by corrections n t= (2) com ing from the gluon
propagators, corrections In t divided by a large kinem atical scale ofthe transition

! ggaremuch analler. As a consequence the quantitative features of the

results depend on the choice of glion propagator. U sing the m odel propagator
@17 we typically nd that the sum of the transverse and longiudinal cross
sections decreases by a factor around 2 between 1j= 0 and 14 G&V? when the
strong suppression from G () and the pom eron trapctory is taken out. The
absolute size ofthe Interference term s tends to decrease w ith fjand one can even
have a change of their signs.

A nother In portant azin uthal angle is that of the scattered proton or proton
rem nant. It was shown in [2] that ism easurem ent can give nfom ation on the
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helicity structure of the pom eron. W e have investigated its distrbution In the
LN m odel, but due to our approxin ations had to restrict ourselves to a gg nal
state with large transverse quark momentum P, in the gg rest frame, or with
a large quark m ass. Like for the £t angle we nd that the tdependence of the
cross sections and interference tem s is controlled by the scale %, and that the
resuls depend rather strongly on the integrals over the gluon propagat%rs. The
order ofm agniude ofthe transverse-longitudinal interference is given by =0 .
The ratio between the interference of the two transverse polarisations and the
transverse cross section goes like t= 3 which can be large, but it is suppressed
by an additional factor P =M 7 so that this interference is snall at low P 2
Unfortunately we cannot take the lin P . ? ! 0 for light quarks in our calculation
but our guess is that the P . *~integrated transversetransverse interference will
be suppressed by =02 com pared w ith the transverse cross section, which would
lead to a rather at angular dependence In the ep spectrum . A cocording to the
discussion in [] the helicity of the LN pom eron is then dom inated by one value
In the Inclusive di ractive process, w hereas several helicities are in portant when
there is a high transverse m om entum orm ass scal in the di ractive nal state.
N otice that a system oftwo gluonswe use to m odel the pom eron can In principle
transfer any integer value of angularm om entum through its oroitalm otion.

Our nding that niet e ects are rather sensitive to the nonperturbative
gluon dynam ics in the LN m odel suggests that they m ay com e out quite di erent
In otherm odels ofdi raction and could thusbe a usefiill probe ofthem echanisn s
at work in di ractive physics.
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Figure 1: Dependence on ' yg ofd (ep !

for u;d;s and c quarks.

296 Gev,y= 05, "= 08, t= 0 and those given in the tabl. A cut

epaqy)=@d’ rg dxdQ?d dt), summed
Values of the free kinam atical variabls are = s =
005

has been inposed. Full lines correspond to the in proved approxin ation (3.18)
of B.11), dotted ones to the sinpli ed results B.16) obtained with the approxi-

m ation (3.15).
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Figure 2: Fourler coe cients F %, F[®, F/J in the ep cross section and the
contribution Fj,° of Iongiudinalphotons to Fv ® . For their de nition cf. §19).
They are summ ed fru;d;s quarksand a glbalfactorG2 ) 2 * istaken out in
the plot. The results here are obtained w ith the m odel gluon propagator (3.17)
forn = 4. K nem atical variabls are (a):p§= 296 GeV,y= 05,02 = 40 GeVZ,

= 1=3, P.J 4GeV. (P): sandy asbefreand Q2 = 40 GeVZ, = 2=3,
Prj 1Gev.
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Figure 3:As g.2 (@) butwith the ansatz @ .I3) for the integrals over the gluon
propagators w ith di erent valies of ¢!’ . Rem ember that a factor G2 () 2 't is
taken out in the plot; the di erential cross section does not rise w ith 1.

35



-0.5

0O 02 04 06 08 1 12 14 0O 02 04 06 08 1 12 14

t| [GeV?] It] [GeV?]
(¢) ()
nb/GeV? nb/GeV?
16 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 100 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
I 01-F, — |
14 0 o
12 + 80 J AP 1
lo L 70 [
ol 60 |
6 50 ¢
40 |
41 30 |
2 20
O e 10 |
-2 0"

0O 0204 06 08 1 12 14 0 0204 06 08 1 12 14
It| [GeV?] t| [GeV?]
Figure 4: Fourier coe cients F ', F* , F}, In the ep cross section, de ned i
analogy to @19), with a global factor G% (t) 2 * taken out. Note that F¥ is
scaled down by a factor 10. @) and () are summed for u;d;s quarks wih a
lower cuto P % 4 GeV?, (© and (d) are for cham quarks without a cut on
P.% Kinematical variabls are~ s = 296GeV, y = 05 ;n all cases and (@):
Q2% = 40Gev?, = 1=3. b): Q%= 40Gev?, = 2=3. (@):0Q%= 25Gev?,
= 1=3. d): Q% = 625 GeVZ, = 1=3. The curves are obtained with the
m odel gluon propagator (3.17) with n = 4.
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Figure5: (a):Dependenceon’y ofd (! epay)=d’'yx dxdQ?d dt),obtained
from the Fourder coe cients n g.4 (@) or j= 02GeV % and 1j= 08 Gev?.
() : The sam e for the Fourder coe cients from g.{:(b)
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Figure 6:As g.4 (o), but with the ansatz 4.13) forthe integrals over the gluon

propagators w ith di erent values of cz(O) .
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